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ABSTRACT  
The objective of this paper was to explore experiences of ‘immediate-uptake’ (intermediate 
licensure at age 17-18 years, n = 928) and ‘delayed-uptake’ (intermediate licensure at age 19-
20 years, n = 158) driver’s licence holders in the Australian state of Queensland. In 
Queensland, the graduated driver licence program applies to all novices irrespective of age. 
Drivers who obtained a Provisional 1 (intermediate) (P1) licence completed a survey 
exploring pre-Licence and Learner experiences, including the Behaviour of Young Novice 
Drivers Scale (BYNDS). Six months later, 351 drivers from this sample (n = 300 immediate-
uptake) completed a survey exploring P1 driving. Delayed-uptake Learners reported 
significantly more difficulty gaining driving practice, which appeared to be associated with 
significantly greater engagement in unsupervised driving during the Learner period. Whilst a 
larger proportion of delayed-uptake novices, particularly males, reported the use of more 
active punishment avoidance strategies (avoiding Police, talking themselves out of a ticket) in 
the P1 phase, there was no significant difference in the BYNDS scores in the Learner and P1 
phases according to licence-uptake category. Delayed-uptake novices report more difficulty 
meeting GDL requirements and place themselves at increased risk by driving unsupervised 
during the Learner licence phase. Additional efforts such as mentoring programs which can 
support the delayed-uptake Learner in meeting their GDL obligations merit further 
consideration to allow this novice group to gain the full benefits of the GDL program and to 
reduce their risk of harm in the short-term.  
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Comparing self-reported driving behaviours and experiences of immediate-uptake and 
delayed-uptake licence holders 
B. Scott-Parker, B. Watson, M. J. King, & M. K. Hyde 
 
INTRODUCTION  
Decades of road safety research has consistently shown that young novice drivers are 
overrepresented in fatalities and injuries arising from road crashes in motorised countries 
around the world [1].Whilst many factors contribute to their increased risk of injury, the 
significant role of age and inexperience have been widely acknowledged in the literature [2]. 
Interventions such as graduated driver licensing (GDL) have been introduced in a number of 
jurisdictions to reduce the risks facing young novice drivers as they obtain more driving 
practice and as they develop hazard recognition and reaction skills [3, 4]. Evaluations of GDL 
demonstrate the most-restrictive programs [5] (including such conditions as late night 
restrictions and passenger limits in the intermediate period to minimise the negative influence 
of peer passengers [6-8]), and those programs with a longer Learner period, significantly 
reduce the fatal crash involvement of young novices [9].  
 
Graduated Driver Licensing in Queensland 
The GDL program in Queensland, Australia, depicted in Figure 1 applies to all novices 
irrespective of their age. It is noteworthy however that whilst the GDL program applies to all 
novice drivers irrespective of age, there is a time-concession for older novice drivers [10]. 
Whilst the GDL program applies to novices of all ages, this does not imply that all novices 
will experience the GDL program in the same way. To illustrate in the Queensland-context, 
Learners aged 16-17 years (immediate-uptake novices) are likely to be fulltime secondary 
students living in the family home, compared to Learners aged 18-19 years (delayed-uptake 
novices) who are more likely to be employed or University students, living away from the 
family home. Therefore it is probable that the immediate-uptake novices will have more 
ready access to parents who are the predominant driving supervisor [9, 11]. In addition, 
although young novices in Queensland generally appear to comply with GDL-specific and 
general road rules [12, 13], evidence in the literature indicates some drivers actively avoid 
punishment for risky behaviour through avoiding on-road Police presence [14, 15] and 
parents ‘taking the punishment’ by incurring demerits and paying fines [14]. Age-related 
differences may affect these punishment-avoidance experiences.  
Similarly the age of the novice may affect their experiences of GDL programs in 
general. As such, there has been some interest in the experiences of novices who progress 
through a GDL program when younger compared to when older. Recent research in North 
Carolina [16] found that both male and female novices progressing through a GDL program 
and who were licensed at the earliest age of 16 years (immediate-uptake novices) had a 
significantly greater reduction in crashes during the first five years of driving compared to 
novices who did not progress through a GDL program (it is also noteworthy that Gregersen 
and colleagues found that drivers who started their Learner practice at an earlier age also had 
a significantly lower crash involvement when they were licensed for unsupervised driving, 
[17]). There were no crash reductions in North Carolina for male and female novices who 
were licensed at age 17 years (delayed-uptake novices), however. It is noteworthy that North 
Carolina’s GDL program differs to the GDL program in Queensland in that it applies only to 
novices aged 15-17 years. The self-reported driving behaviours and experiences of 
immediate-uptake and delayed-uptake licence holders has not been examined within the 
context of a GDL program like Queensland’s program which applies to all novices 
irrespective of their age.  
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Study Aims 
This research explored the experiences and behaviours of immediate- and delayed-uptake 
drivers in Queensland during the pre-Licence, Learner and Provisional periods. Separate 
gender analyses were undertaken because males are consistently overrepresented in crash 
injury and fatality statistics [1]. The experience of anxiety and depression was also examined, 
as was the reward sensitivity and sensation seeking propensity characteristics of the 
participants, as all four factors have been found to be associated with the self-reported risky 
driving behaviour of young novice drivers [15, 18-20]. 
 
METHOD 
 
Participants 
Drivers (n = 928 immediate-uptake, n = 388 male; n = 158 delayed-uptake, n = 50 male) 
completed the first survey exploring pre-Licence and Learner GDL experiences when they 
progressed to a P1licence. Drivers from the same sample (351, n = 300 immediate-uptake n = 
97 male; n = 51 delayed-uptake, n = 12 male) completed a second survey six months later 
exploring their P1 driving. 
 
Design and Procedure 
Every driver who progressed from a Learner to a P1 licence in the period April through June 
2010 was invited to participate in a larger, longitudinal, research project. The first survey, the 
Learner Survey, explored self-reported pre-Licence and Learner experiences. Six months 
later participants who completed the Learner Survey were invited to complete the Provisional 
Survey exploring P1 experiences. Further information regarding the design and procedure is 
provided elsewhere [13, 19].  
 
Materials  
The online Learner Survey included items explored driver gender and age, and self-reported 
pre-Licence driving (yes, no), and Learner licence driving such as licence duration (months), 
driving practice (hours in logbook, actual hours driving with parents and friends/professional 
instructor), logbook accuracy (accurate, rounding up/extra hours), difficulty getting driving 
practice (very difficult – very easy), and unsupervised driving (yes, no). The online 
Provisional Survey contained the same behaviour/ experience items, excluding the items 
exploring pre-Licence and Learner licence driving. For example, both surveys explored 
avoidance of Police, crash involvement, and offence detection (yes, no). Whilst both surveys 
explored the novice’s active engagement in punishment avoidance by talking themselves out 
of a ticket (yes, no), the experiences of Learners are not considered in this paper due to the 
potentially-moderating effect of the presence of a supervisor and the small number of 
incidences reported (n = 8). Both surveys contained the five-point Likert scales of the 
Behaviour of Young Novice Drivers Scale (BYNDS) [21] exploring self-reported risky 
driving behaviour (1 never, 5 nearly all the time); the Brief Sensation Seeking Scale [22] 
exploring sensation seeking propensity (1 strongly disagree, 5 strongly agree); and Kessler’s 
Psychological Distress Scale [23] exploring anxiety and depression (1 none of the time, 5 all 
of the time); and the dichotomous (no, yes) abridged Sensitivity to Reward Questionnaire [19] 
exploring reward sensitivity. 
 
Statistical Analysis 
Means of the two licence uptake groups were compared using analysis of variance and 
Pearson chi-square using PASW 18, evaluated at significance α = .05. The experiences of the 
two groups were also examined separately for each gender. Missing data was not imputed; 
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rather cases were excluded analysis-by-analysis. The online survey was administered via 
KeySurvey Enterprise Software.   
 
RESULTS  
 
Sociodemographic Characteristics 
Overall, 14.5% of eligible drivers of all ages participated in the Learner Survey, while  32.3% 
of these participants completed the Provisional Survey. Whilst the ages and gender of non-
respondents for the first survey could not be determined due to privacy restrictions, in both 
surveys the participants were significantly more likely to be female (p < .05), and 
significantly more females participated in both surveys in the longitudinal research project (p 
< .001). In the Learner Survey, the delayed-uptake participants were significantly less likely 
to be studying full-time (54.4%, immediate-uptake = 73.5%, p < .001), and were significantly 
more likely to be employed full-time (15.8%, immediate-uptake = 8.8%, p < .001) and to 
reside in an urban area (91.7%, immediate-uptake = 81.1%, p < .001). The sociodemographic 
characteristics of males and females were similar (eg, 54.6% and 54.0% of female and male 
delayed-uptake participants respectively reported studying full-time). In the Provisional 
Survey, there were no significant differences in the proportion of immediate-uptake and 
delayed-uptake participants who were studying full-time (immediate-uptake = 52.0%, 
delayed-uptake = 58.8%), or resided in an urban area (immediate-uptake = 85.3%, delayed-
uptake = 92.0%). The proportion of Provisional participants who reported they were 
employed full-time approached statistical significance (immediate-uptake = 12.7%, delayed-
uptake = 23.5%, p = .06).  
 In the Learner Survey, the immediate- and delayed-uptake participants reported 
similar experiences of anxiety (immediate-uptake: M = 6.9, SD = 2.5; delayed-uptake M = 
7.2, SD = 2.6, ns) and depression (immediate-uptake: M = 10.0, SD = 4.1; delayed-uptake M 
= 10.4, SD = 4.4, ns), and similar levels of reward sensitivity (immediate-uptake: M = 14.8, 
SD = 2.5; delayed-uptake M = 14.5, SD = 2.6, ns). The delayed-uptake participants reported 
significantly less sensation seeking propensity (immediate-uptake: M = 23.4, SD = 6.7; 
delayed-uptake M = 22.1, SD = 7.2, p < .05).  
In the Provisional Survey, the immediate- and delayed-uptake participants reported 
similar experience of depression (immediate-uptake: M = 10.5, SD = 4.4; delayed-uptake M = 
10.6, SD = 4.6, ns), and similar levels of reward sensitivity (immediate-uptake: M = 14.6, SD 
= 2.3; delayed-uptake M = 14.3, SD = 2.3, ns) and sensation seeking propensity (immediate-
uptake: M = 22.2, SD = 6.4; delayed-uptake M = 20.5, SD = 6.9, ns). The delayed-uptake 
participants reported significantly less anxiety than the immediate-uptake participants 
(immediate-uptake: M = 7.2, SD = 2.7; delayed-uptake M = 6.3, SD = 2.4, p < .05). 
 
Self-Reported Driving Behaviours 
 
Pre-Licence Driving Experience 
Novices reported similar rates of pre-Licence driving irrespective of uptake category as 
shown in Table 1. The pre-Licence experience of males and females was also similar.  
 
Learner Driving Experiences and Behaviours 
In the Learner licence phase, delayed-uptake novices reported a significantly longer Learner 
duration, fewer hours in the Learner logbook with greater logbook inaccuracy, fewer hours of 
actual driving practice overall, fewer hours supervised by parents and friends, and more hours 
with professional driving instructors (see Table 1). Whilst a significantly larger proportion of 
delayed-uptake novices of both genders reported difficulty gaining supervised driving 
Scott-Parker, Watson, King, & Hyde     6 
 
 
practice in the Learner phase, this was particularly the case for females. A significantly 
greater proportion of delayed-uptake novices reported driving unsupervised in the Learner 
phase, and a larger proportion of male than female young novice drivers of both uptake 
categories reported driving unsupervised in the Learner phase.  
As can be seen in Table 1, there were no significant differences in the self-reported 
risky driving behaviours as measured by the BYNDS during the Learner licence phase; 
however an examination of the BYNDS’ subscales revealed that female immediate-uptake 
novices reported that they engaged in significantly more risky driving exposure than the 
female delayed-uptake novices during the Learner licence phase. A larger proportion of 
delayed-uptake novices reported active avoidance of Police than immediate-uptake novices 
during the Learner phase, and males in particular reported significantly more avoidance of 
Police. In general, a greater proportion of delayed-uptake novices reported that a driving 
offence had been detected during their Learner licence period. A smaller proportion of 
delayed-uptake female novices than immediate-uptake female novices in both licence phases 
reported crash involvement. For males, a considerably larger proportion of delayed-uptake 
than immediate-uptake novices reported they had been involved in a car crash as a Learner. 
 
Provisional Driving Experiences and Behaviours 
As shown in Table 2, immediate-uptake novices reported significantly more driving exposure 
in terms of self-reported distance travelled, but not hours of driving. While this may reflect a 
recall bias, it may also indicate that immediate-uptake novices drove more in high speed 
environments. Consistent with the Learner licence phase experiences, there were no overall 
significant differences in the self-reported risky driving behaviours as measured by the 
BYNDS for the P1 participants according to the licence uptake category. However, 
inspection of the BYNDS’ subscales by gender revealed that the male immediate-uptake 
drivers reported significantly more driving misjudgements than the male delayed-uptake 
drivers. It is noteworthy, however, that normalising this measure by driving exposure (using 
both measures of hours driven and distance driven) revealed that the difference was no longer 
significant. A significantly greater proportion of male delayed-uptake novices reported 
actively avoiding Police presence, and a considerably greater proportion of delayed-uptake 
novices – of both genders – reported talking themselves out of a ticket, during the first six 
months of their P1 licence. Comparable proportions of immediate- and delayed-uptake 
novices of both genders reported an offence had been detected in the P1 phase. A smaller 
proportion of female delayed-uptake novices than female immediate-uptake novices reported 
crash involvement during the P1 licence phase; whilst a larger proportion of male delayed-
uptake novices than male immediate-uptake novices reported crash involvement during the 
P1 licence phase.  
 
DISCUSSION  
Delayed-uptake novices experienced considerably greater difficulty gaining supervised 
driving practice during the Learner period, and this is also evidenced in their longer Learner 
duration. It appears that difficulty obtaining supervised driving practice may have contributed 
to their greater engagement in self-reported unsupervised driving during the Learner period. 
Unsupervised driving may have contributed to the increased likelihood the delayed-uptake 
driver actively avoided Police during the Learner phase, and such punishment-avoidance 
behaviour may manifest as a habit which is further evidenced by the greater proportion of 
delayed-uptake drivers who avoided Police and talked themselves out of a ticket in the P1 
phase in this study. In addition, delayed-uptake novices reported less supervised practice with 
parents/ friends, and more supervised practice with professional instructors (who provide this 
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service for a monetary fee). Difficulty obtaining practice may also have contributed to the 
decreased logbook accuracy reported by delayed-uptake novices.  
 The similarity in the self-reported engagement in pre-Licence driving, and risky 
driving behaviours (as measured by the BYNDS) during the Learner and P1 licence phases, 
between the licence-uptake categories suggests that the delayed-uptake novice drivers are not 
more risky drivers in general. Further, delayed-uptake novices also reported significantly less 
sensation seeking propensity during the Learner phase, and significantly less anxiety during 
the P1 phase, two variables which have been found to be associated with more self-reported 
risky driving. Rather, it appears that the delayed-uptake novice’s difficulty gaining 
supervised driving places them at increased risk on the road during the Learner period. It is 
apparent broad interventions such as GDL have implications for some groups of drivers and 
for delayed-uptake novices during the Learner period especially. Delayed-uptake novices, 
who typically no longer live at home with their parent(s), appear to need additional social and 
structural support to accrue mandated hours of driving practice, and by extension to reduce 
the incidence and frequency of unsupervised driving. A number of mentor programs – such 
as community and charity organisations providing supervised driving practice – have been 
developed across Australia [24] and these may need to be more broadly available.  
 There is mixed evidence of riskiness in the Learner period associated with delayed-
uptake of licensure: unsupervised driving is likely to place the novice at increased risk of 
harm through road crash during the Learner period; however in general delayed-uptake 
novices reported similar experiences of and engagement in risky driving behaviour as the 
immediate-uptake novices (as measured by the BYNDS). There is a lack of evidence of 
increased riskiness associated with delayed-uptake of intermediate licensure during the P1 
licence phase (as measured by the BYNDS). As noted earlier, recent research has reported 
that immediate-uptake novices experienced significantly greater crash reductions during the 
first five years of their intermediate driving, and delayed-uptake novices did not, after the 
introduction of a GDL-program [16]. Whilst it was not possible to determine if the delayed-
uptake drivers were more risky persons and drivers in general, this group of drivers may not 
have experienced the full protective influence of the GDL program (eg., a zero blood alcohol 
concentration is in place only until age 21). By comparison, in Queensland both licence-
uptake groups must drive as Learners and intermediate novices within the restrictions and 
conditions of the full GDL program.  
The study had a number of limitations which need to be borne in mind when 
considering the findings and implications, however. Despite incentives including fuel 
vouchers and movie tickets, and a number of reminder letters, the Learner Survey had a low 
response rate and there was a high attrition rate between the two surveys. This may in part be 
attributable to Queensland’s extreme weather during the follow-up period which resulted in 
99% of the state being declared a disaster with widespread flooding and lack of electricity 
during the follow-up period [25]. More particularly, this may have important implications for 
the interpretation of the results pertaining to the self-reported behaviours during the follow-up 
provisional period. Specifically, the small sample of males in particular suggests that caution 
should be exercised whilst considering these results. Data from the Queensland Department 
of Transport and Main Roads indicates that 49% of Queensland Learners in December 2009 
were female, compared to 58% of the participants. As such, more females participated in the 
research, which prompted separate gender analyses being undertaken. Eight-five percent of 
participants, and 72% of Queensland’s P1 drivers in December 2009, were aged 17-18 years, 
indicating delayed-uptake novices may have been underrepresented in the research. 
Accordingly the injury prevention implications for these novices who comprise one quarter of 
the P1 driving population merit further consideration. Whilst the self-reported risky driving 
behaviour (as measured by the BYNDS) of the delayed-uptake novices during the P1 period 
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was similar to the behaviours of the immediate-uptake drivers, further longitudinal research is 
required to examine any long-term implications for delayed licensure in Queensland’s GDL 
program.  
 
CONCLUSION  
Graduated driver licensing programs have been found to be protective of young novice 
drivers, reducing their road crash fatality and injury rates whilst encouraging driving under 
conditions of reduced risk. The GDL program in Queensland applies to all novices 
irrespective of their age. The experiences and behaviours of young novice drivers differs by 
age, however, with delayed-uptake novices (19-20 year old Provisional drivers) reporting 
they experienced considerably more difficulty obtaining supervised driving practice, and by 
extension that they placed themselves at increased risk of harm during the Learner period. 
Notwithstanding this increased risk, there was no evidence that delayed-uptake of 
intermediate licensure was associated with more self-reported risky driving behaviour (as 
measured by the BYNDS) during the Learner and P1 licence phases. Mentoring programs 
supporting the delayed-uptake Learner to meet their GDL obligations merit further 
consideration to allow this novice group to gain the full benefits of the GDL program and to 
reduce their risk of fatality and injury in the short-term.  
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FIGURE 1 The graduated driver licensing program introduced in Queensland, 
Australia, in July 2007. 
 
TABLE 1 Self-Reported Experiences and Behaviours of Immediate- and Delayed-
Uptake Young Novice Drivers during the Pre-Licence and Learner Phases, including by 
Gender 
 
TABLE 2 Self-Reported Experiences and Behaviours of Immediate- and Delayed-
Uptake Young Novice Drivers during the Provisional Phase, including by Gender 
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FIGURE 1 The graduated driver licensing program introduced in  
Queensland, Australia, in July 2007. 
 
  
Learner Licence 
 1 year minimum duration 
 100 hours of logbook-certified driving practice (10 hours at night; 3 hours 
credit for 1 hour of professional instruction up to maximum credit of 30 hours) 
 Various restrictions (eg, zero blood alcohol concentration, no audible cell 
phone use in vehicle) 
Practical Driving Assessment 
Provisional 2 (P2) licence 
 2 year duration if P1 issued to driver < 23 years and now < 25 years 
 1 year duration if P1 issued to driver < 23 years and now aged ≥ 25 years 
 1 year duration if P1 issued to driver = 23 years and driver now ≥ 24 years 
 Various restrictions (eg, high powered vehicle restriction, display novice plates 
on vehicle) 
Provisional 1 (P1) licence 
 1 year minimum duration 
 Various restrictions (eg, late night passenger restriction, no audible cell phone 
use in vehicle) 
Hazard Perception Test 
Learner Theory Test 
 16 years minimum age 
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TABLE 1 Self-Reported Experiences and Behaviours of Immediate- and Delayed-
Uptake Young Novice Drivers during the Pre-Licence and Learner Phases, including by 
Gender 
Experience and Behaviour    Immediate-Uptake Delayed-Uptake 
Pre-Licence Phase     n = 928  n = 158 
Pre-Licence driving     12.0%   12.7% 
 Females     12.4%   12.0% 
 Males      11.3%   14.0% 
Learner Licence Phase    n = 928  n = 158 
Duration (M (SD) months)    15.3 (4.3)  24.8 (10.3) c 
 Females     15.7 (4.5)  25.1 (9.9) c 
 Males      14.7 (3.9)  24.0 (11.1) c 
Difficult to get practice    19.9%   38.4% c 
 Females     23.1%   37.6% b 
 Males      14.9%   40.0% c 
Drove unsupervised     10.2%   20.9% c 
 Females     8.1%   16.7% b 
 Males      13.1%   30.0% b 
Logbook hours (M, (SD))    107.5 (17.6)  101.6 (33.3) c 
 Females     106.7 (17.5)  100.5 (34.9) b 
 Males      108.5 (17.7)  103.8 (29.7) 
Actual driving practice (M, (SD))   96.8 (27.1)  90.6 (32.4) a 
 Females     95.5 (26.8)  89.8 (30.2) 
 Males      98.4 (27.5)  92.4 (36.9) 
Hours with parents/friends (M (SD))   90.0 (32.8)  84.0 (40.9) 
 Females     87.1 (28.4)  86.2 (48.6) 
 Males      94.2 (37.9)  80.0 (41.7) a 
Hours with professional instructor (M (SD))  9.8 (10.6)  13.9 (16.0) b 
 Females     10.5 (12.4)  14.4 (15.8) a 
 Males      7.5 (6.9)  10.6 (16.5) a 
Logbook accurate     84.3%   78.7% 
 Females     84.1%   81.5% 
 Males      84.5%   72.3%a 
BYNDS 
    Composite (M, SD)     70.4 (10.5)  69.4 (10.8) 
Females      70.4 (10.0)  68.7 (10.7) 
Males       70.4 (11.0)  71.0 (10.9) 
     Transient Violations (M, SD)   20.3 (5.2)  20.2 (5.6) 
Females      19.8 (4.7)  19.6 (5.3) 
Males       20.9 (5.8)  21.5 (6.0) 
    Fixed Violations (M, SD)    10.4 (1.1)  10.5 (1.2) 
Females      10.4 (1.0)  10.4 (1.0) 
Males       10.5 (1.2)  10.7 (1.4) 
    Misjudgement (M, SD)    12.9 (2.9)  12.9 (2.9) 
Females      13.2 (2.9)  13.1 (3.1) 
Males       12.5 (2.8)  12.4 (2.5) 
    Risky Driving Exposure (M, SD)   22.0 (4.0)  21.0 (4.1) b 
Females      22.1 (4.0)  20.9 (4.2) b 
Males       21.8 (3.9)  21.3 (3.9) 
    Driver Mood (M, SD)    4.8 (2.1)  4.8 (2.1) 
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Females      4.8 (2.1)  4.6 (1.9) 
Males       4.7 (2.1)  5.1 (2.5) 
Avoid Police      17.9%   27.7% b 
 Females     15.3%   22.2% 
 Males      25.1%   40.4% b 
Self-reported offence     2.1%   6.5% b 
 Females     1.0%   5.6% b 
 Males      3.7%   8.5% 
Self-reported crash     2.4%   1.9% 
 Females     2.9%   1.9% 
 Males      1.9%   6.4% 
Note that the self-reported age of the young novice driver in the Learner Survey is the age at which they 
progressed from a Learner to a Provisional 1 driver’s licence. Therefore the ‘immediate-uptake’ novice drivers 
were 16-17 year old Learners, and the ‘delayed-uptake’ novice drivers were 18-19 year old Learners. The data 
regarding Provisional 1 driving experiences and behaviours were collected after six months of independent 
driving, therefore the novices aged 17-18 years old would then have been aged 17-19 years old, and the novices 
aged 19-20 year olds would have been aged 19-21 years old at the time of this survey. Significant differences 
between immediate-uptake novices and delayed-uptake novices’ experiences are highlighted in bold for ease of 
reference. a p< .05, b p< .01, c p< .001.  
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TABLE 2 Self-Reported Experiences and Behaviours of Immediate- and Delayed-
Uptake Young Novice Drivers during the Provisional Phase, including by Gender 
Experience and Behaviour     Immediate-Uptake Delayed-Uptake 
Driving Exposure  
    Hours/week (M, SD)    7.4 (8.9)  7.3 (8.7) 
Females      7.4 (8.4)  8.1 (9.7 
Males       7.5 (10.1)  4.9 (3.9) 
    Kilometres/week (M, SD)    181.0 ( 161.7)  128.3 (142.7) a 
Females      171.7 (157.6)  130.9 (133.9) 
Males       200.5 (169.3)  120.8 (171.5) 
BYNDS 
    Composite (M, SD)     76.7 (15.2)  74.0 (13.6) 
Females      76.1 (14.8)  73.8 (12.6) 
Males       77.8 (16.1)  74.7 (17.0) 
    Transient Violations (M, SD)   22.8 (7.4)  22.1 (7.4) 
Females      22.3 (7.0)  21.3 (6.6) 
Males       24.0 (8.3)  24.8 (9.5) 
    Fixed Violations (M, SD)    10.6 (1.9)  10.3 (1.0) 
Females      10.6 (2.0)  10.2 (0.5) 
Males       10.8 (1.7)  10.9 (1.6) 
    Misjudgement (M, SD)    12.3 (2.9)  11.8 (2.9) 
Females      12.5 (2.9)  12.4 (3.1) 
Males       12.1 (2.9)  10.2 (1.2) a 
    Risky Driving Exposure (M, SD)   25.5 (5.1)  24.6 (5.2) 
Females      25.5 (5.0)  24.9 (5.1) 
Males       25.6 (5.3)  23.6 (5.7) 
    Driver Mood (M, SD)    5.4 (2.3)  5.1 (2.2) 
Females      5.3 (2.3)  5.1 (2.3) 
Males       5.5 (2.4)  5.3 (1.7) 
Avoid Police      15.1%   21.7% 
 Females     12.4%   12.8% 
 Males      22.7%   41.7% 
Talk out of ticket     2.7%   9.8% 
 Females     1.5%   7.7% 
 Males      5.3%   16.7% 
Self-reported offence     12.3%   11.8% 
 Females     9.4%   10.3% 
 Males      18.6%   16.7% 
Self-reported crash     10.8%   7.8% 
 Females     10.9%   5.1% 
 Males      10.4%   16.7%  
Note that the self-reported age of the young novice driver in the Learner Survey is the age at which they 
progressed from a Learner to a Provisional 1 driver’s licence. Therefore the ‘immediate-uptake’ novice drivers 
were 16-17 year old Learners, and the ‘delayed-uptake’ novice drivers were 18-19 year old Learners. The data 
regarding Provisional 1 driving experiences and behaviours were collected after six months of independent 
driving, therefore the novices aged 17-18 years old would then have been aged 17-19 years old, and the novices 
aged 19-20 year olds would have been aged 19-21 years old at the time of this survey. Significant differences 
between immediate-uptake novices and delayed-uptake novices’ experiences are highlighted in bold for ease of 
reference. a p< .05, b p< .01, c p< .001.  
 
